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with the case of a homogeneous race.   By this I mean
not only that there is no reason to suppose that there
is any difference between the innate qualities of rich
and poor, but that there is the strongest reason for
believing in an equality; that is to say, more de-
finitely, that if you took a thousand poor babies and
a thousand rich babies, and subjected them to the
same conditions, they would show great individual
differences, but no difference traceable to the mere
difference of class origin.   I therefore may leave aside
such problems as might arise in the Southern States
of America, or even in British India, where two differ-
ent races are in presence ; or, again, the case of the
sexes, where we cannot assume as self-evident, that
the organic differences are irrelevant to political or
social ends.   So far as we are concerned, we may take
it for granted that the differences which emerge are
not due to any causes antecedent to and overriding
the differences due to different social positions.   If we
can say justly (as has been said) that a poor man is
generally more charitable in proportion to his means,
or, again, that he is, as a rule, a greater liar or a
greater drunkard than the rich man, the difference is
not due to a difference of breed, but to the education
(in the widest sense) which each has received.    So
long as that difference remains, we must take account
of it for purposes  of obtaining the maximum effi-